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REMARKS IN SUPPORT OF PRE- APPEAL BRIEF REQUEST FOR 



REVIEW 



Dear Sir: 



La response to the Final Office Action mailed June 27, 2007, and further pursuant to the 
Notice of Appeal and Pre- Appeal Brief Request for Review submitted herewith, Applicants 
respectfully request review and reconsideration of the Final Action in view of the following 



issues. 



9 - ^ jr-< r 
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REMARKS 

The Office Action rejected claims 1-20 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent No. 6,990,591 (Pearson).' Applicants respectfully traverse the rejections, 

A. Claims 1-11 

None of the cited references, including Pearson, discloses or suggests the specific 
combination of claim 1. For example, Pearson does not disclose or suggest a system including 
"at least one interface mode adjustment switch having a plurality of physical operating mode 
positions* or '^wherein the at least one interface mode adjustment switch is dedicated for use 
with the controller to selectively determine passage of material content " as recited in claim 1. 

Pearson discloses a system including a computer 102 connected to the Internet 108 
. through a communication device 1 06 such as a gateway or firewall. The communication device 
106 is remotely configured and monitored. (Fig. 1 ; col. 6, lines 5-9; col. 2, lines 38-42). An 
onscreen user interface 214 (shown in Figs. 4 A and 4B) can be accessed by a user via the 
Internet for setting the communication device security policy. (Col. 9, lines 35-40). The user is 
prompted to enter information in different fields of the interface 214 by typing in these fields, or 
selecting buttons. (See, e.g., col. 9, line 65 to col. 10, line 8; Figs. 4A and 4B). The user 
interface 214 includes three user selectable radio buttons 222a, 222b, 222c 3 representing high, 
medium, and low levels of computer network security. The user can configure the security 
policy for communication device 106 by pointing to and selecting one of the radio buttons 
displayed on the user computer screen, (Col. 10, lines 38-66). Thus, the user selects and inputs 
information in the onscreen user interface 214 using standard computer input devices like a 
mouse and keyboard (See, e.g., col. 9, line 65 to col. 10, line 8). 

In contrast to claim 1, Pearson does not disclose or suggest a system including "at least 
one interface mode adjustment switch having a plurality of physical operating mode positions" 
or "wherein the at least one interface mode adjustment switch is dedicated for use with the 
controller to selectively determine passage of material content n ^Pearson's onscreen interface 
214 does not include any physical operating mode positions. In addition, Pearson's onscreen 
interface 214 is not a switch dedicated for use with a controller to selectively determine passage 
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of material content Pearson discloses selection of onscreen radio buttons 222a, 222b, 222c by a 

— « 

user using standard computer input devices like a mouse and keyboard that are capable of a 
variety of uses with the computer, and are not dedicated for use with a controller, much less a 
controller for selectively determining passage of material content Nowhere does Pearson 
disclose or suggest a system wherein an interface mode adjustment switch has a plurality of 
physical operating mode positions or is dedicated for use with a controller to selectively 
determine passage of material content. Hence, claim 1 is allowable over Pearson. 

Claims 2-11 depend from claim 1 9 which Applicants have shown to be allowable. Hence, 
Pearson fails to disclose at least one element of each of claims 2-11. Accordingly, claims 2-11 
are also allowable, at least by virtue of their dependence from claim 1 . 

B. Claims 12-15 

None of the cited references, including Pearson> discloses or suggests the specific 
combination of claim 12. For example, Pearson does not disclose or suggest a system including 
"at least one interface mode adjustment switch having a plurality of operating mode selections 
comprising a leanungmode selection . . . wherein in the learning mode the controller is able to 
reduce the security level for tasks without requiring a user to make adjustments in said interface" 
as recited in claim 12. 

Pearson discloses three security levels (high, medium, and low) that can be selected by 
the user. (Col. 10, lines 55-60). The high, medium, and low security levels each monitor for 
different types of predetermined threats and provide certain predetermined responses thereto. 
(Col. 11, lines 8-20)- In contrast to claim 12, Pearson does not disclose or suggest any learning 
operating mode. Moreover, Pearson does not disclose or suggest how such a learning mode 
could operate. In particular, the reference does not disclose ox suggest a learning mode in which 
the controller is able to reduce the security level for tasks without requiring the user to make 
adjustments in the interface. Claim 12 is therefore patentable over Pearson. 

im&~* pl a * ms 13-15 depend from claim 12, which App licant^ have shown to be allowable.- 
Hence, Pearson fails to disclose ai least one element of each of claims 13-15. Accordingly, 
claims 13-15 are also allowable, at least by virtue of their dependence from claim 12. 
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None of the cited references, including Pearson, discloses or suggests the specific 
combination of claim 16. For example, Pearson does not disclose or suggest a method 
comprising "selecting a material content passage operating mode via at least one physical 
interface mode adjustment switch that is dedicated_fooi$e_jn selecting the material content 
passage operating mode" as recited in claim 16, 

As previously discussed, Pearson discloses an onscreen user interface 214 (shown in 
Figs. 4A and 4B) through which the user is prompted to enter information by typing in different 
fields and selecting onscreen buttons in the interface 214. (See, e.g., col. 9, line 65 to col. 10, 
line 8; Figs. 4A and 4B). The onscreen interface 214 is thus not a physical interface mode 
adjustment switch. Pearson, therefore, does not disclose or suggest selecting a material content 
passage operating mode via at least one physical interface mode adjustment, as recited in claim 
16. Moreover, Pearson does not disclose or suggest at least one physical interface mode 
adjustment switch that is dedicated for use in selecting the material content passage operating 
mode. Pearson discloses text input and selection of radio buttons using standard computer input 
devices such as a mouse or keyboard that are capable of a variety of uses with the computer, and 
are not dedicated for use in selecting the material content passage operating mode. Nowhere 
does Pearson disclose or suggest selecting a material content passage operating mode via at least 
one physical interface mode adjustment switch that is dedicated for use in selecting the material 
content passage operating mode. Hence, claim 16 is allowable over Pearson. 

Claims 17-20 depend from claim 16, which Applicants have shown to be allowable. 
Hence, Pearson fails to disclose at least one element of each of cl aims 1 7-20. Accordingly, 
claims 17-20 are also allowable, at least by virtue of their dependence from claim 16. 



Page 4 of 5 



U.S-App.No.: 10/605,474 



PAGE 9/10 1 RCVD AT 911912007 11:35:46 AM [Eastern Daylight Time] * SVR;USPT0-EFXRF-114 • DNiS:273830D * CSID:5123275575 * DURATION (mm-ss):03-28 



SEP, 19. 2007 1 1:29AM 



TOLER SCHAFFER 



NO. 759 



P. 10 



Attorney Docket No.: 1033-T00523 



CONCLUSION 
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Applicants have pointed out specific features of the claims not disclosed, suggested, or 
rendered obvious by the references applied in the Office Action. Accordingly, Applicants 
respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal of each of the objections and rejections, as 
well as an indication of the' allowability of each of the pending claims. 



Any changes to the claims in this amendment, which have not been specifically noted to 
overcome a rejection based upon the prior ait, should be considered to have been made for a 
purpose unrelated to patentability, and no estoppel should be deemed to attach thereto. 

The Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned attorney at the telephone number 
listed below if such a call would in any way facilitate allowance of this application. 

■ 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any fees that may be required, or credit 
any overpayment, to Deposit Account Number 50-2469. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date 




Attorney for Applicant(s) 



TOLER SCHAFFER LLP 
8500 Bluffstone Cove, Suite A201 
Austin, Texas 78759 
(512) 327-5515 (phone) 
(512) 327-5575 (fax) 
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